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The House met at 9:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBSTER).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 22, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:20 a.m.

——————

THREE OF THE TOP PERFORMING
MIDDLE GRADES SCHOOLS IN
THE COUNTRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, this week, three middle
schools located in Pennsylvania’s Fifth
Congressional District—Mount Nittany
Middle School in State College, Park
Forest Middle School in State College,
and Titusville Middle School in
Titusville—have been named three of
the top performing middle grades

schools in the country by the National
Forum to Accelerate Middle Grades
Reform. I rise today to recognize and
congratulate these three schools for
this noteworthy achievement.

The National Forum to Accelerate
Middle Grades Reform is an alliance of
more than 70 educators, researchers,
and officers of national associations
and foundations dedicated to improv-
ing schools for young adolescents
across the country. Every year, the
forum, through their Schools to Watch
program, identifies schools across the
United States for their high perform-
ance.

The forum’s members believe that
three things are true of high-per-
forming middle grades schools: They
are academically excellent; develop-
mentally responsive schools that are
sensitive to the unique developmental
challenges of early adolescents; and so-
cially equitable, schools that are demo-
cratic and fair, providing every student
with high-quality teachers, resources,
and supports.

Later this week, these three schools
will be recognized with 97 other high-
performing schools from across the Na-
tion during the forum’s annual con-
ference. I am proud to represent these
incredible teachers, administrators,
and students. These outstanding efforts
deserve recognition, and I want to con-
gratulate all of you for this awesome
achievement.

———

PROTECT OUR WORKERS FROM
EXPLOITATION AND RETALIA-
TION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. CHU) for 5 minutes.

Ms. CHU. I rise today to announce
the introduction of legislation that
will finally provide protection to immi-
grant workers from exploitation, the
Protect Our Workers from Exploitation
and Retaliation Act, the POWER Act.

Too often, unscrupulous employers
threaten or retaliate against workers
who complain about illegal working
conditions. Today, employers can use a
worker’s immigration status and
threaten them so that they will fear re-
porting them to the authorities. The
abuse of these vulnerable workers un-
dermines working conditions and
wages for all U.S. workers.

The POWER Act protects these work-
ers. Under current law, the U visa pro-
vides temporary status for immigrants
who are victims of crimes, including
domestic violence and rape. The
POWER Act ensures that this visa pro-
tection is also provided to these work-
ers who risk everything by reporting to
authorities the employers who break
the law by committing serious labor
violations.

Today, such workers are silent out of
fear, but silence can mean the dif-
ference between life and death. Take
the case of Mr. Asuncion Valdivia, a
farmworker who came from Mexico
seeking a better life. One day, during
the hot summer months, he picked
grapes for 10 hours straight in 105 de-
gree temperatures. Then he fell over,
unconscious and ill. Instead of calling
an ambulance, Giumarra Vineyards
told his son to drive Mr. Valdivia
home. On his way home, the father
started foaming at the mouth and died
of a heat stroke. A son had to witness
his father die, a preventible death, at
the age of 53.

After hearing about this tragedy, I
had to act. For 15 years, the farm-
worker advocates had petitioned Cal
OSHA for minimal health protections
for the workers who perished and died
working in heat, but they were always
ignored. So I carried a bill in the Cali-
fornia legislature that required that
farmworkers and all outdoor workers
have basic protections from the heat:
water, shade, and rest periods. It
passed and became the first law of its
kind in the Nation.
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A decade after that law, I am in Con-
gress. And while some farms obey the
heat protections, others are flagrantly
violating it. The POWER Act will stop
these violations. It would have let
someone like Asuncion go to the au-
thorities without fear of retaliation. It
would have let him continue to work
while he cooperated with Cal OSHA to
take Giumarra to court and would have
ensured that Giumarra treated all
their workers fairly from then on. And
I hope that because of the POWER Act,
a son will never have to watch a father
die in this way again.

The POWER Act will bring abused
workers out of the shadows. It will give
employees the courage to stand up to
the world’s biggest and strongest com-
panies. The POWER Act will fun-
damentally change the very structure
of workers’ rights in this country. It
supports every honest, hardworking
employees across the country, pro-
tecting them. It’s time that exploited
workers were able to come out of the
shadows, leave cruel conditions, and
find jobs where they are treated with
the dignity and respect that every em-
ployee in America deserves. It’s time
for the POWER Act.

———

RUSSIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. DREIER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, in August
of 2008, Russia and the Republic of
Georgia engaged in what author Ron-
ald Asmus called ‘“‘A Little War That
Shook the World.” And, Mr. Speaker,
it did shake the world. For all of post-
Soviet Russia’s anti-democratic crack-
downs, its aggressive and bellicose ac-
tions toward former Soviet states, it
was still a shock to see Russian tanks
roll across the border of a sovereign,
democratic country. The military con-
flict lasted 5 days; and a shaken world
moved on, soon forgetting the shock
and outrage of what happened.

But for the people of the Republic of
Georgia, this conflict goes on nearly 3
years later. They live with the tragic
consequences that follow any armed
conflict, including thousands of dis-
placed persons and significant eco-
nomic hardships. Beyond the human
cost, they face a long-term strategic
challenge of an occupying force in the
regions of Abkhazia and South Ossetia
where Russia continues to violate the
terms of the ceasefire to which it
agreed.

As occupiers, they violate the sov-
ereignty and territorial integrity of an
independent democratic state, one that
has chosen a path toward integration
with Euro-Atlantic institutions and,
more important, one that has chosen
integration with Euro-Atlantic values
of democracy, human rights, and the
rule of law.

Russia’s recalcitrance has left the re-
gion in a bitter stalemate as it flouts
international norms and its own com-
mitments. Within the context of this
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stalemate, the temperature has seemed
to cool, with bitter hardship and frus-
trations supplanting heated military
conflict.

But that cooling temperature is per-
haps a very dangerous illusion. While
the fear of overt military action may
be waning, more subversive—but just
as potentially deadly—action is taking
place. Since 2009, the Republic of Geor-
gia has experienced 12 acts or at-
tempted acts of terrorism within its
borders, which the Georgians believe
are linked to Russian forces.

One such bombing, on September 22,
2010, took place right near the U.S.
Embassy in Tbilisi. Two thwarted at-
tacks took place just this month. One
improvised explosive device was inter-
cepted on June 2, two days before sev-
eral colleagues and I arrived in Thilisi.
Another was intercepted on June 6
while we were still there.
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We had the opportunity to discuss
with President Saakashvili at length
the nature of these attacks and at-
tempted attacks. He and his adminis-
tration are increasingly concerned
about what they perceive to be a sys-
tematic effort to target the Georgian
people and undermine their progress
toward a peaceful, stable, democratic
and independent nation. The intended
targets of recent bombing attempts
seem to suggest an increased focus on
civilian casualties, which is particu-
larly troubling.

As investigations proceed to deter-
mine the exact origin and intent of
these bombings, it is more important
than ever that we stand with our Geor-
gian friends; that we stand with their
right to sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity; that we stand with their ef-
forts to build a stronger democracy. In
fact, the purpose of my recent trip to
Thbilisi was to continue the work of the
House Democracy Partnership, which
has a longstanding program with the
Georgian legislature.

My co-chairman, DAVID PRICE, and I
have led a number of delegations to
Thilisi and hosted many Georgian leg-
islators in Washington in order to pro-
vide training and support as they build
their legislative institutions.

It is important to work with new and
reemerging democracies as they grow
and develop, but it is all the more es-
sential for us to support those who are
under attack for the very reason that
they have chosen their democratic
path.

The Obama administration has at-
tempted to reset relations with Russia
for a number of pragmatic and stra-
tegic reasons. I believe they were right
to do so. But it is important to dif-
ferentiate those relationships which
are important for inescapable geo-
political considerations, and those
which are based on shared values and
goals. As a major international player
and a permanent member of the United
Nations Security Council, we must en-
gage constructively with Russia, but
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that does not mean we must turn a
blind eye to its tactics or strategic
aims towards the former Soviet sphere.
To the contrary, we must engage with
eyes wide open.

Georgia is not the only state to have
emerged from the Soviet orbit with
democratic intentions, only to face de-
liberate, significant pressures and ob-
stacles from Moscow.

The nature of our engagement with
Russia will get more scrutiny than
ever as Moscow moves toward entry
into the World Trade Organization.
Bringing them into a rules-based trad-
ing system will help us deal with the
challenges that we face, but we cannot
lose our resolve to address these chal-
lenges, or lose sight of the fact that the
fate of democracy in the post-Soviet
world is one of them. Those who are
working diligently against great odds
to build democratic institutions must
know that the American people stand
with them.

———
TAX LOOPHOLES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, in
their agitation over the debt, our Re-
publican friends have obstinately fo-
cused on program cuts alone, ignoring
the harm to American families and the
economic recovery. Their mindless
slashing of the budget is costing jobs,
while damaging communities. Yester-
day’s news about EPA cuts hurting
local efforts at clean air and clean
water is another example.

More than a quarter of the deficit
growth since 2001 resulted from the
economic downturn which reduced tax
revenues and increased programmatic
spending. You spend more on unem-
ployment when more people are unem-
ployed.

Our focus should be on job creation,
which reduces unemployment costs and
increases tax revenue. However, in
their first 6 months in the majority,
the Republicans have not passed any
legislation to create jobs.

The government’s budget is often
compared to a household budget, but
every family knows that expenses are
just one side of the equation. How
many Americans, in tough times, take
on second or even third jobs to increase
their income because some expenses
just can’t be cut?

As a Nation, we have the ability to
increase our revenues, our income. An
obvious place to look for additional in-
come is closing tax loopholes and end-
ing unnecessary subsidies, for example,
for large oil companies would be one of
the best places to start.

Tax incentives are intended to help
businesses create vital American jobs
or develop technologies to improve our
way of life. We as Democrats support
those tax incentives that increase do-
mestic manufacturing and other Amer-
ican businesses which create jobs and
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aid the economic recovery. These tax
breaks promote our national economic
priorities and put people back to work.

But when a company’s profits are
$10.65 billion in just 3 months, such as
ExxonMobil’s were earlier this year,
who can reasonably argue that that
company needs expensive incentives to
stay in business and make money?

The 10 most egregious tax loopholes
enjoyed by the large oil companies
have helped the five largest companies
make a combined profit of nearly $1
trillion over the last decade.

The billions we spend every year on
subsidies for the largest oil and gas
companies are not moving us any clos-
er to energy independence or a clean
energy economy. The subsidies are not
necessary and they’re not useful for
our economy.

In 2010, nearly 60 percent of big oil
companies’ profits went to stock
buybacks and dividends, not job cre-
ation. With oil produced at $11 a barrel,
and sold for $100, tax breaks for oil
companies are simply wasteful hand-
outs, transferring money from working
families to corporate stockholders. The
difference over what was sold for an av-
erage barrel of oil, $72 average produc-
tion price; average production cost, $11.

No American family should be giving
up their dinner to donate money to the
millionaire next door. Removing these
tax incentives will save taxpayers $40
billion over the next 5 years with only
minimal impact in the profit, not in
their operations. Cutting subsidies will
not raise oil prices, which are set in a
global market that this year will be in
the range of $2 trillion to $3 trillion.

Subsidies in the Tax Code, instead,
should be directed toward emerging
technologies like wind and solar.
That’s where the real jobs are. A Uni-
versity of Massachusetts study found
that incentives for clean energy create
two to four times more direct and indi-
rect jobs compared to investments in
oil and gas production.

Another obvious place to cut is the
ethanol tax credit. We don’t need to
subsidize something that industry is
mandated to buy.

We cannot ask children and seniors
to bear the brunt of sacrifice while we
are simply giving more money to large
corporate interests that don’t need it.
We must make tough choices to ensure
we leave a sound economy to the next
generation, but we have to make those
choices wisely so we leave a Nation

that is competitive, prosperous,
healthy, and educated.
———

CONGRATULATING NEW JERSEY’S
TOP RANKING PUBLIC SCHOOLS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate eight out-
standing public high schools in New
Jersey’s Seventh Congressional Dis-
trict that were recently recognized by
Newsweek Magazine as among the top
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500 public high schools in America for
2011.

In all, New Jersey claimed 36 high
schools of Newsweek’s top 500. In the
Seventh Congressional District in New
Jersey, that I have the honor of rep-
resenting, I congratulate the Academy
For Allied Health Sciences in Scotch
Plains; the Union County Magnet High
School, also in Scotch Plains;
Watchung Hills Regional High School
in Warren; Governor Livingston High
School in Berkeley Heights; Westfield
High School in Westfield; the Academy
for Information Technology, also in
Scotch Plains; Cranford High School in
Cranford; and Jonathan Dayton High
School in Springfield.

Newsweek contacted more than 1,100
high schools across the country and re-
viewed their graduation and college
matriculation rates, SAT and Ad-
vanced Placement test scores and other
information, as well as the school’s
ability to turn out college-ready and
life-ready students.
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I congratulate all of the students,
teachers, administrators, parents, and
other property taxpayers who help
make New Jersey’s Seventh Congres-
sional District the home to so many of
the top-performing high schools in the
Nation. When it comes to the best edu-
cation in the country, New Jersey’s
public school system makes the grade.

————

WE NEED A FAIR, BALANCED
BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TONKO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, we are
some 3 years into the worst recession
since the Great Depression. I have
heard repeated claims that these are
times that call for courageous leader-
ship and bold decisions. Well, there cer-
tainly has been no lack of audacity
during recent talks on the budget.

I'm joining my colleagues on the
Budget Committee here today to ask,
on behalf of my constituents in New
York’s 21st Congressional District, for
less hubris and more humility from
some of our Nation’s leaders as we at-
tempt to solve a problem that impacts
the lives and livelihoods of our fami-
lies, our friends, our neighbors, and our
constituents.

I have but two requests: first, that
any budget agreement must not hurt
our economy further. In 2008, the finan-
cial crisis brought this Nation to its
knees. It was a crisis of our own mak-
ing; and though we must not dwell on
blame, we must learn from this experi-
ence to avoid the mistakes of the past.

Is there no way to encourage busi-
ness growth, small and large, without
wasting $130 billion a year on tax give-
aways and without gutting programs
that educate our workforce? I refuse to
believe that there is no smart solution
to this problem. My constituents refuse
to believe it. We have learned our les-
son, and we know better.

H4371

Second, any budget agreement must
take a balanced approach. It is the
height of arrogance to sit down at a ne-
gotiating table to solve a fiscal crisis
and declare an $800 billion question off
limits. Federal Government subsidies
for some of the most profitable cor-
porations on Earth, oil tax breaks that
trace their roots to policy decisions
made nearly 100 years ago must be on
the table. Tax breaks for the wealthi-
est 2 percent of America must be on
the table. Tax earmarks for corporate
jets, for snow globes, for golf bags,
these must be on the table.

America is watching. America is
waiting for us to wake up, eat our
Wheaties, and flex the powerful muscle
of human reason to get this country on
a sustainable path. Sustainability
means cutting spending where it is not
needed and where it offers no common
good. It means cutting tax kickbacks
where they are not needed. It means
protecting the present and the future
of Medicare in a form that provides
more than a coupon to our seniors and
more than an unsympathetic ‘‘so be it”’
to proud men and women who lost
their jobs through no fault of their
own. It means knowing that the Big
Five o0il companies can stand on their
own two feet. It means playing for the
same team, putting everything on the
table and winning this one not for our
campaigns, but for our constituents.

If T might refer to this chart using
data from OMB and the Ways and
Means Committee, my Republican col-
leagues have shown the so-called
‘“‘courage’ to ask America’s seniors to
make yet another great sacrifice for
their country—giving up their hard-
earned, guaranteed Medicare benefits
in favor of a voucher. This will lead to
thousands of dollars in new out-of-
pocket expenses each year.

Certainly the $165 billion in cuts is
rivaled by the $131 billion yearly give-
aways, that $165-billion-a-year question
from the Republican budget that is on
the table in these talks. I do not like
it. I will not vote for it. I will fight it
every time it comes to this floor for a
vote, but it is on the table. It is being
discussed and debated, fought for and
against in a process that makes our de-
mocracy run as it was intended to. But
again, we will fight any cuts and any
end to Medicare.

But there’s another line on this
chart, and that’s this $131-billion-per-
year question of giving tax breaks to
wealthy special interests. Look, the
two of them are comparable, giving oil
companies more subsidies versus tak-
ing away Medicare. This is the ques-
tion of using taxpayer-subsidized sup-
port from the Federal Government to
add a few extra billion to the Hercu-
lean profits of some of the world’s
wealthiest corporations.

The Big Five o0il companies have
pocketed almost $1 trillion in profits in
the past 10 years. In the midst of our
recession, they are doing just fine.
They have told us, We don’t need the
tax breaks. So why would my colleague
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from Virginia, the Republican majority
leader, declare that tax reform—like
cutting the $20 billion in subsidies that
these companies will receive in the
next 10 years—is off the table? Why are
tax write-off earmarks for corporate
jets off the table? Why are hundreds of
billions of dollars in tax breaks for mil-
lionaires and billionaires off the table?
Why are we talking about cutting pro-
grams for nursing homes and
preschools, for local cops and fire-
fighters, for retirement security and
the future of renewable energy? Why
are we talking about cutting these pro-
grams without asking the Big Five oil
companies to stand on their own two
feet?

I have watched programs that my
constituents rely on end up utterly
decimated on the floor of this House
this year. And yet I come before you
today not asking for less sacrifice, but
for more. I'm asking for those at the
top to bear their fair share of both the
burden and the potential triumph of
this historic moment.

Again, I must merely ask for a little
humility as we attempt to solve a chal-
lenge that no one woman or one man
among us should attempt to tackle—or
scuttle—alone. Nothing is off the table,
and nothing is more important than
getting every single American who
wants to do a hard day’s work for a fair
wage back on the job site. Any budget
agreement must take this balanced ap-
proach and must not hurt our economy
further.

———

BRING THE TROOPS HOME

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, Monday I
had the honor and the humbling experi-
ence of visiting Walter Reed Hospital. 1
met three young men that all three
have lost both legs above the knees.
And actually, one of them I engaged
about Afghanistan, and he, with his
wife there with him, believes that we
have done just about all we can do, and
certainly he has done more than that:
he has given his legs for this country.

That leads me to wanting to read
just a paragraph of an editorial by Eu-
gene Robinson that was in the North
Carolina papers, and the title of his
column is ‘‘Afghan Strategy: Lets Go.”
And I will read the last paragraph of
his column:

“We wanted to depose the Taliban re-
gime, and we did. We wanted to install
a new government that answers to its
constituents at the polls, and we did.
We wanted to smash al Qaeda’s infra-
structure of training camps and safe
havens, and we did. We wanted to kill
or capture Osama bin Laden, and we
did. Even so, say the hawks, we have to
stay in Afghanistan because of the dan-
gerous instability across the border in
nuclear-armed Pakistan. But does any-
one believe the war in Afghanistan has
made Pakistan more stable?”’
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Mr. Robinson, you’re right, it is not
more stable because we are in Afghani-
stan. Perhaps it is useful to have a
United States military presence in the
region. This could be accomplished,
however, with a lot fewer than 100,000
troops; and they would not be scattered
across the Afghan countryside engaged
in a dubious attempt at nation-build-
ing. The threat from Afghanistan is
gone. Bring the troops home.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know what the
President will say tonight, and I wish
the President well. But Mr. Gates has
been saying all weekend—and he did
testify before the Armed Services Com-
mittee in February and said it would
be the latter part of 2014, maybe 2015,
before we start bringing a substantial
number of our troops home.

Mr. Speaker, I say to the House of
Representatives, both parties, let’s
come together and join in the McGov-
ern-Jones bill, and let’s start bringing
our troops home and say to the Presi-
dent we don’t need to be there until
2014-2015. As Eugene Robinson says,
we’re not going to change anything.
History has proven you will never
change Afghanistan. They don’t want
to change themselves. Quite frankly,
the Taliban are Afghan people; it’s a
civil war.

And, Mr. Speaker, as I have done be-
fore, I have the poster that has a flag-
draped coffin being carried by the Air
Force at Dover Air Force Base. Mr.
President, you’re a very smart man.
You can call the shots on this war in
Afghanistan. Say to the American peo-
ple tonight that we will be home before
2014-2015.

Mr. Speaker, I say in closing, may
God bless our men and women in uni-
form. May God bless the families of our
men and women in uniform. May God,
in his loving arms, hold the families
who have given a child dying for free-
dom in Afghanistan and Iraq. And I ask
God to bless the House and the Senate,
that we will do what is right in the
eyes of God for his people here in
America. And I ask God to give wis-
dom, strength, and courage to the
President of the United States, that he
will do what is right in the eyes of God
for his people.

And I close three times: God please,
God please, God please continue to
bless America.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

NOT SIZABLE, SWIFT OR
SIGNIFICANT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, tonight
the President of the United States has
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an opportunity to show the bold leader-
ship that the American people are cry-
ing out for regarding Afghanistan. To-
night he will announce how many
troops will be redeployed out of Af-
ghanistan. This must not be, as early
reports are indicating, a token with-
drawal, bringing only as few as 5,000
troops home now and 5,000 troops home
by the end of the year, because that
number falls tragically and painfully
short of what the national security and
moral decency demands.

There are many interpretations, Mr.
Speaker, of ‘‘sizable, swift or signifi-
cant’” as the requests have been for
him in his drawdown, but none of those
interpretations go so low as 5,000 now
and 5,000 by the end of the year. ‘‘Siz-
able, swift or significant’ is not what
5,000 troops would accomplish. Ten
thousand troops doesn’t even bring us
to where we were before the surge.

That is not a new way forward in Af-
ghanistan. We were promised a new
way forward in Afghanistan, and it is
going to take 18 months just to get
even that much done. How many times
are we going to move the goalposts?
Anything less than a major shift in Af-
ghanistan policy will be a huge dis-
appointment to the Americans who are
paying for it in blood and treasure.

Clear, strong majorities of our coun-
try believe it is time we finally end
this awful foreign policy blunder. This
is not a partisan stance. You just heard
Congressman WALTER JONES from
North Carolina. This is common sense.
Several Republicans in this body op-
pose this war. Even some of the Repub-
licans running for President have ex-
pressed concern about continuing the
military occupation much longer.

It is simply not acceptable to ask for
more patience and more time for this
strategy to work. You mean 10 years
isn’t enough? How many families were
missing a seat at the table on Father’s
Day this weekend because we kept giv-
ing this dreadful policy one more
chance?

Afghanistan casualties are on the
rise, Mr. Speaker, with 2011 on pace to
be the deadliest year yet and 43 percent
of fatalities having occurred since the
surge began a year and a half ago. How
many more people have to die, Mr.
Speaker, both U.S. servicemembers and
Afghan citizens, before we say enough?
How many more lives have to be de-
stroyed? How many more young Ameri-
cans have to leave limbs behind in Af-
ghanistan? How many more have to
come home ravaged by post-traumatic
stress? And how many more billions in
taxpayer money do we have to waste
for the privilege of having our people
killed and our global credibility de-
stroyed? For pennies on the dollar, we
could fight terrorism the right way,
with a civilian surge that emphasizes
humanitarian and political aid and rec-
onciliation.

Mr. Speaker, it continues to pain me
that we have to scratch and claw for
every single dollar of Federal invest-
ment in the American people. One
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child nutrition program last week was
held out there as an example of what
we don’t need—but we do. Also we are
scratching to support health care, edu-
cation, even support for veterans, but
we still continue to waste $10 billion a
month in Afghanistan. In the time I
take to give this speech, roughly $1
million will fly out of the Treasury to
pay for this war.

Mr. Speaker, I implore the President
to listen to the American people. To-
night is a moment where he can make
history. End the war. Bring our troops
home.

———

URGING THE SENATE TO PASS
THE FISCAL YEAR 2012 DHS AP-
PROPRIATIONS BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge the Democrat leadership
in the Senate to immediately take up
the fiscal year 2012 Department of
Homeland Security appropriations bill
which was passed by this House on
June 2. With the 10th anniversary of
the tragic attacks of September 11 rap-
idly approaching, the proliferation of
violence along the southern border and
natural disasters, it is irresponsible for
Senate Democrats to hold up this bill
any longer.

The House-passed bill included $1 bil-
lion in supplemental funding for FEMA
disaster relief programs that is avail-
able immediately upon passage. These
funds are desperately needed to re-
spond to natural disasters that have
swept the country, including the
wildfires which have devastated my
home State of Texas.

The House-passed bill uses taxpayer
dollars wisely, cutting $1.1 billion from
fiscal year 2011 levels while at the same
time ensuring all frontline defenders,
including the Border Patrol, Coast
Guard and Secret Service, are fully
funded. In delaying action on this bill,
the Democratic leadership in the Sen-
ate is putting the security of American
citizens at risk and disaster relief on
hold. Any further delay is unaccept-
able.

I urge my Senate colleagues to make
the passage of the FY 2012 DHS appro-
priations bill a top priority.

——
THE FAILED DRUG WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. PoLis) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, 40 years ago
this month, President Nixon launched
the war on drugs. Four decades later,
I've asked through New Media for
Americans to share with me their
thoughts on what I believe to be a
major public policy failure. Just listen
to this story of Neil from Baltimore
that Law Enforcement Against Prohi-
bition shared with me.

Late in the evening on October 30,
2000, Neil was awoken by the ringing of
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a telephone. As the commander of
training for the Baltimore Police De-
partment, late night calls were not un-
usual, but this call was different. He
was told that one of his officers had
been shot and taken to the hospital.

The officer was a corporal and a 15-
year veteran and undercover narcotics
agent for the Maryland State Police.
He was assigned to a drug enforcement
task force and on that night was mak-
ing his final drug buy in Washington,
D.C., from a mid-level drug dealer when
the dealer decided he wanted both the
drugs and the money for himself. He re-
turned to the car the officer was driv-
ing, paused for a moment, and shot the
police officer at point-blank range in
the side of the head.

Arriving at the hospital among the
scores of family and friends, Neil was
guided into the room where the officer
laid with his head bandaged and blood-
ied. Neil had to face the officer’s wife
and children and explain why their
caretaker was no longer with him.

Neil finished his story by writing,
“When the people are gone and quiet
comes, so does the question: Why? Ini-
tially thinking of the covert operation,
you rehash the event. How could this
happen? What went wrong? What was
the protocol? But then I realized that
the questions I was asking dealt only
with the symptoms of a much larger
problem, the war on drugs—the broken
policy of drug prohibition.”

Every comprehensive objective gov-
ernment study over the last four dec-
ades has recommended that adults
should not be criminalized for using
marijuana, and medical science tells us
that by any reasonable health standard
marijuana is comparable to alcohol. It
is less addictive, less toxic, and, unlike
alcohol, marijuana does not make
users aggressive and violent.
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We also know that criminalization
comes at a very high cost. Each year,
more arrests are made for marijuana
possession than for all violent crimes
combined. Marijuana arrests in the
U.S. average 850,000 a year. That’s one
every 37 seconds; and 89 percent of
those are just for possession, not sale
or manufacture. Marijuana prohibition
is even having a negative impact on
our national parks and forests. We
have Mexican drug cartels growing
millions of plants on Federal land.

We’ve been down this prohibition
path with alcohol, and it failed. It in-
creased crime and violence. Crime
bosses got rich, murder rates sky-
rocketed, the prisons filled, and deaths
from tainted booze soared. We’re seeing
the same results today from marijuana
prohibition. Prohibition does not stop
people from using marijuana. In fact,
marijuana is the largest cash crop in
the country. It just gives criminals and
violent gangs an exclusive franchise on
marijuana sales. It drains resources
from law enforcement that would be
better spent fighting violent crime. It
makes it harder to keep marijuana
away from children.
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So what have we learned in four dec-
ades of the failed drug war? It’s this:
The biggest part of the harm involving
marijuana is caused by the criminal-
ization of marijuana. And it’s time to
bring it to an end.

Let me end with a story of Brian
from DuPage, whose son was caught up
in the senseless criminalization of
marijuana. When Brian’s son was in
eighth grade, an incident at school led
to the discovery of a small amount of
marijuana. Charges were brought. He
was sentenced to community service.
But the real tragedy followed. As a re-
sult of the incident, Brian’s son was ex-
pelled and barred from reentering any
school in the district. He was forced
into a school for delinquents where he
was grouped with kids who had com-
mitted violent crimes. He was basically
treated like a criminal. Needless to
say, his education suffered immensely.

Here’s what Brian, the father, had to
say about his son’s experience: ‘‘Did
doing this teach my son a lesson? It did
not help him. It harmed him. It dis-
rupted his academic achievement. The
school district’s solution to finding a
small bag of marijuana was to expel
four students. No education. No coun-
seling. No help. Just kick them out and
wash their hands of the whole thing.”

Using marijuana is harmful. Smok-
ing is harmful. Drinking is harmful. In
fact, I applaud the FDA’s new high-
lighting of the dangers of smoking and
encourage similar efforts to discourage
marijuana, which are impossible under
the current criminalization regime.
The war on drugs hurts America,
wastes billions of dollars of taxpayer
money, fosters drug-related violence,
and does nothing to help Americans
who are confronting serious addiction
or serious health issues.

After 40 years, it’s time Congress put
an end to the drug war’s 40-year fail-
ure.

—————

PRINCIPLES FOR ANY BUDGET
AGREEMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. HONDA) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HONDA. I rise today to urge the
President and this Congress to listen to
the American people when negotiating
a budget agreement. As much as the
politicians argue, they don’t seem to
hear the good sense of the American
people. The many closed-door meetings
in Washington to decide America’s fu-
ture are filled instead with esoteric and
magical formulas purporting to close
the deficit. One group wants budget
caps. Another wants trigger clauses. A
third wants simplistic rules.

None of these will work. These are
gimmicks, not governing. Governing is
about making choices, setting prior-
ities, and following through. Governing
is also about ensuring that the inter-
ests and values of the American people
are at the negotiating table. If not, any
new deal will benefit only the rich and
powerful or simply postpone any real
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decisions until after 2012. Either way,
America will lose.

A budget deal needs to be publicly de-
bated and needs to reflect the true val-
ues and the views of the American peo-
ple. One group in Congress gets this.
The Congressional Progressive Caucus
has heard the message of the American
people who want to cut the deficit
without cutting into America’s future
and without destroying America’s
sense of fairness. Ask the public what
they want and they will tell you.

Let us defend our health programs
for the elderly and the poor, Medicare
and Medicaid. Let us hold to our
intergenerational promise of Social Se-
curity. Let us invest in education, re-
search and development, and fix our
crumbling infrastructure. Let us bring
our men and women home from Iraq
and Afghanistan and save at least $150
billion a year, not to mention the lives
saved as well. Let us rebuild America.

Any budget agreement must not hurt
the economy. America is making eco-
nomic progress, but many families are
still struggling. And we must do more
to create jobs. Any budget agreement
must raise revenue. Americans know
it. It would be irresponsible, unwise,
and unfair to reduce the deficit and
debt while leaving tax breaks for big
corporations and millionaires in place.
A fair budget will not emerge from be-
hind closed doors. We need an open
budget process, one that keeps the in-
terests and the bottom majority of the
American people front and center.

The Congressional Progressive Cau-
cus wants to bring the people’s budget
to the forefront of publicly held nego-
tiations as well as a budget plan that
would truly put the American Dream
back within the reach for the majority
of the Americans.

———

A LOOK BACK AT RECOVERY
SUMMER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PAULSEN. One year ago last
week, the White House proclaimed that
the summer of 2010 would officially be
known as ‘“The Summer of Recovery.”
Now, 52 weeks later, unemployment re-
mains painfully high at 9.1 percent, the
housing crisis has not improved, and
nearly 14 million Americans are out of
work.

As I travel my district in Minnesota,
from Bloomington to Wayzata to Coon
Rapids, I hear from Minnesotans and
small business owners that are under-
standably concerned. My constituents
were told that a trillion-dollar stim-
ulus package would keep unemploy-
ment below 8 percent. They were clear-
ly sold a bill of goods, as unemploy-
ment has now been above 8 percent for
more than 2 years straight.

House Republicans do have a plan to
jump-start our economy and actually
create jobs. Our plan takes common-
sense steps to reducing regulatory bur-
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dens that actually will help small busi-
nesses, that will help entrepreneurs. It
actually takes commonsense steps to
fix an out-of-date Tax Code so our em-
ployers are more competitive around
the world. We also take steps to pass
the three pending free trade agree-
ments with Colombia, Panama, and
South Korea that would create up to
250,000 new jobs through new sales to
new customers. Also, we will maximize
domestic energy production by reduc-
ing our dependence on foreign oil and
also lowering gas prices.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, and most im-
portant, by paying down our
unsustainable debt burden and starting
to live within our means, we will make
the steps necessary to enact common-
sense pro-growth strategies that can
create certainty in the business envi-
ronment that will actually grow our
economy and create jobs and put Amer-
ica back to work.

————
BALANCING THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 56 minutes.

Ms. MOORE. I can tell you that one
of the most heartbreaking experiences
that I have had as a Member of Con-
gress is to watch this Congress attempt
to balance the deficit and the budget
on the backs of infants, on the backs of
children who need their educational op-
portunity, and on the backs of seniors.
We have seen gargantuan efforts to cut
Medicare, the main program to prevent
poverty for our seniors; Medicaid; the
Women, Infants, and Children program;
nutrition programs for children; efforts
to decimate educational opportunities
for young people, while we refuse to
end tax breaks for Big Oil.

The Big Five companies made nearly
a trillion dollars—$1 trillion—in profits
in the last decade, and yet we continue
to insist on providing tax breaks for
these profitable companies. Every year,
we provide subsidies to oil companies
that they pocket.

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, we
are cutting food from babies. I saw nu-
merous, numerous amendments to cut
moneys for lactating moms, pregnant
women, and newborn babies, while we
refuse to end the tax breaks for mil-
lionaires. We cannot afford another
$800 billion in tax cuts for the top 2
percent in our country. This is back-
wards. This is un-American.

| join my Democratic colleagues from the
House Budget Committee to express—in no
uncertain terms—the basic principles we are
fighting for in this budget agreement. | also
want to state my support for my colleagues
from the House of Representatives who are
working hard to negotiate an agreement that
demonstrates both decency and fairness.

| have had the honor of serving on the
Budget Committee for two-and-a-half years,
and | have learned a thing or two through my
service. | also brought my own budgetary ex-
pertise to the table—as a former legislator for
the State of Wisconsin, as a former commu-
nity leader, and as a former (and current!)
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head of household. | know—and all of us here
know, though we are not all admitting it—the
fundamental truth that any budget agreement
must take a balanced, reasonable approach
towards deficit reduction. We cannot simply
slash spending while preserving every nickel
and dime of tax breaks for giant corporations
and multi-millionaires.

As we stand here today, the leaders from
both parties, and their staff, are working
round-the-clock to chart our path forward. The
American people have expressed their con-
cern about our national debt and deficit, and
the Congress has responded. We are on the
brink of making new and historic policy
changes that will be very difficult to un-do. We
have the unique opportunity to make the right
choice to end a wide array of gratuitous tax
loopholes that will save billions upon billions of
dollars—and in the end, will help us to pre-
serve the priorities that are so crucial for Wis-
consin’s Fourth District, and for people all
across this country.

We have the opportunity to choose to trim
down the debt by cutting tax subsidies for oil
companies—instead of cutting nutrition pro-
grams for Women, Infants, and Children, WIC.

We have the opportunity to choose to re-
duce the deficit by cutting ethanol subsidies—
instead of cutting Medicare.

This is nothing short of an historic moment
in time. We cannot turn our backs on these
opportunities.

My Democratic colleagues at the budget ne-
gotiation table have assured us many times
that revenue-raisers must be part of the solu-
tion. Unfortunately, their Republican counter-
parts have not offered us similar reassurance.

We're already in desperate need of a just
and decent tax code that actually requires our
Nation’s most successful, wealthy people to
pay their fair share.

We recently learned that one of the largest
U.S. corporations, General Electric, paid no
federal taxes in 2010. GE claimed a $3.2 bil-
lion tax benefit on reported worldwide profits
of $14.2 billion, including $5.1 billion from its
operations in the United States.

And that’s just one example. Other corpora-
tions are able to pick from a long menu of tax
breaks that allow them to reap profits while
shipping jobs overseas.

We just celebrated the 10-year anniversary
of the Bush tax cuts—so we have timely, con-
crete data showing us what happens when
you slash income tax rates. Then-President
Bush promised that his tax cuts would “starve
the beast,” reducing revenues and thus forc-
ing members of Congress to reduce the size
of the Federal Government. He claimed that
low taxes would stimulate the economy, and
increase the prosperity of our Nation. He
vowed that tax breaks would create jobs and
generate wealth for all.

Well, we now know the truth: Most of the
benefits accrued to the rich. The tax cuts
didn’t spur job growth. During the 2001 to
2007 business cycle, America’s economy en-
joyed the slowest rate of jobs growth on
record since World War Il—a rate that was
just one-fifth the pace of what we saw in the
1990s. High-wage earners’ income increased,
but inequality just got worse. Government
didn’t get smaller: in fact, we saw massive ex-
pansion, in the form of new programs like
Medicare Part D, and two new wars.

In addition to the cautionary tale of the Bush
years—what we’ve seen over the past 30
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years is that lower marginal tax rates have not
led to particularly impressive economic growth,
labor markets or revenues. Growth was actu-
ally more impressive back when marginal tax
rates were higher.

The verdict is in. We need to reform our tax
code now, for the sake of fairness, and for the
sake of our economy. We cannot continue to
fight tooth and nail for special interests, for the
sake of justifying unprecedented cuts to every-
thing from education to health care to infra-
structure to public safety. We cannot protect
the wealthy few at the expense of tens of mil-
lions of low-income and working-class families.

There is no excuse for this. We can, and we
must, do better.

We all know we’ll have to make hard
choices to come to an agreement. But my
Democratic colleagues also know that we
must do all we can to preserve our economic
progress, create jobs, and preserve programs
that serve struggling families. We must reduce
the deficit—but we must do it while adhering
to basic principles of fairness and morality.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 11:30
a.m. today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 19
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 11:30 a.m.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at 11:30
a.m.

————
PRAYER

Reverend Dr. Joe Pool, First United
Methodist Church, Rockwall, Texas, of-
fered the following prayer:

Loving God, creator of all things, au-
thor of all life, and giver of all grace,
You have brought us to this time
through the blessings of Your hand,
and we remember that we do not work
alone, serve without Your spirit, or act
without Your guidance.

Open Your heart to us as we depend
on You for wisdom beyond ourselves,
discernment that fulfills the cry of
need, and strength for the challenges
we face.

May we be about Your work of jus-
tice and mercy, security and peace,
comfort and provision. Forgive us our
shortcomings. Create in us Your will
and way. Write these upon our hearts
so that we might serve You as we serve
Your people.

We invoke the recognition of Your
sustaining and guiding presence at to-
day’s session and beyond. Accomplish
in us the work of Your hands. May we
be worthy of all that is entrusted to us
this day.

In Your most holy name we pray.
Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
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last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
CoBLE) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. COBLE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

RECOGNIZING GUEST CHAPLAIN
DR. JOE POOL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored today to again recognize our guest
chaplain, Reverend Dr. Joe C. Pool,
pastor of my home church, my home
town, First United Methodist Church
of Rockwall, Texas.

Reverend Pool’s ministry spans more
than 30 years in north Texas and in-
cludes serving as associate pastor in
Dallas and as pastor in Irving and
Gainesville prior to serving in my
home town of Rockwall.

Reverend Pool earned a bachelor of
arts degree from Southwestern Univer-
sity in Georgetown, Texas, and earned
both a master of theology degree and a
doctor of ministry degree from Perkins
School of Theology at Southern Meth-
odist University. He has been a long-
time member of the executive board
and the Mentor Pastor Program at Per-
kins.

Over the past quarter of a century,
Reverend Pool has led mission trips to
the Appalachian region, Mexico, and
the Navajo Nation. He has been in-
volved in hurricane recovery and re-
building efforts throughout Texas and
Louisiana through Hurricanes Andrew,
Katrina, and Rita. Active in commu-
nity service, he was selected as an Out-
standing Young Man of America three
times and also was selected for inclu-
sion in Who’s Who in America.

Reverend Pool is blessed by his wife,
Becky, and their three children—
Candace, Corey, and Amanda. And
Rockwall is in turn blessed by this
minister and his family. Reverend Pool
is known as a wonderful preacher, a
great teacher, a close friend of mine
and friend of many, and may God con-
tinue to bless his life and his ministry
for many years to come.

I'd be remiss if I didn’t also tell you—
or perhaps warn you—that he and PETE
SESSIONS were roommates at the uni-
versity.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
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quests for 1-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.

———

AGE NOT AN ISSUE FOR
BASEBALL’S JACK McKEON

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, Jack
McKeon resides in Elon, North Caro-
lina. And in 2003, he became the oldest
manager to win a World Series cham-
pionship, having defeated the New
York Yankees. Jack was recently re-
called by the Florida Marlins and now
finds himself in the Marlin wheelhouse
again, this time as the second oldest
manager to manage a Major League
team.

Jack responded when people ques-
tioned his age. He said, ‘‘Experience
should not be penalized.” And Trader
Jack further said, ‘“I'll probably be
managing when I'm 95.”

From one octogenarian to another,
on behalf of the citizens of the Sixth
District of North Carolina, we extend
hearty good wishes to Jack McKeon for
the remainder of this season and until
he is 95 years of age.

——————

PRESIDENTIAL SCHOLARS

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and honor Emily
Gordon and Dylan Burke, young advo-
cates in the fight to cure type 1 diabe-
tes.

Emily and Dylan are making a sig-
nificant impact on the research for dia-
betes, and their work will benefit fu-
ture generations. That’s because they
are both delegates representing Rhode
Island in the Juvenile Diabetes Re-
search Foundation’s Children’s Con-
gress gathered here in Washington this
week, and they are with us on the floor
today.

Emily, of Lincoln, Rhode Island, and
Dylan, of Newport, Rhode Island, are
working to raise public awareness of
the critical need for diabetes research
to eliminate this disease. Diagnosed at
17 months old, Emily has known diabe-
tes for most of her life and doesn’t view
herself as different from other chil-
dren. And Dylan has seen firsthand
some of the complications of type 1 di-
abetes since his father also has the dis-
ease.

The work that Emily and Dylan are
performing during the Children’s Con-
gress is critical to the nearly 26 million
Americans who have diabetes. I com-
mend and congratulate them for over-
coming great obstacles to work to-
wards a cure that will improve and
save lives in generations to come.

———
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members not to ad-
dress guests on the floor of the House.
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STIMULUS FAILURE

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, some may
wonder why the nearly $1 trillion in
government stimulus spending failed
to hold down unemployment or reinvig-
orate our economy. Phillip Greenspun,
owner and operator of a helicopter
company in Boston, understands why
government doesn’t efficiently spend
the public’s money. In a June 16 blog
post, he relates his maddening experi-
ences with Federal bureaucracy.

As the manager of his company, he
must administer a random drug test to
employees. As the only employee, he
must surprise himself with a drug test.
As the manager, he must take a course
on giving drug tests. As the only em-
ployee, he must take a course on his
rights regarding drug tests. Mr.
Greenspun notes that all of these re-
quirements and steps don’t just cost
him money, but cost the Federal Gov-
ernment since FAA employees must
ensure all of these requirements are
met. It’s just a small illustration of
how the government manages to make
the simple complex and hurt both busi-
nesses and taxpayers. It’s just another
reason why we need a smaller, less ex-
pensive Federal Government so that
our private sector can grow again.

——————

BIPARTISAN EFFORT TO REPEAL
CLEAN WATER ACT

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, up to
today, I was concerned that my friends
on the Republican side were only try-
ing to defeat great Democratic pro-
grams of the 20th century. Medicare,
which will be celebrating its 46th birth-
day next month, is one of the great
laws that have been passed in this
House, and yet it’s in danger. Medicare
as we know it is in danger.

Social Security passed in the thir-
ties, one of the great social advances of
the 20th century under President
Franklin Roosevelt, but also endan-
gered—all Democratic activities and
Democratic Congresses. But today I
saw there was a bipartisan effort to de-
stroy the work of the 20th century. In
the Transportation Committee, a bill
coming to this floor is going to try to
end the Clean Water Act. So it’s bipar-
tisan.

Richard Nixon passed the Clean
Water Act. I'm a history buff, and I
think Richard Nixon should be known
not just for Watergate, but for clean
water. I hope they don’t repeal Richard
Nixon’s signature achievement, the
Clean Water Act.
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TIME TO MOVE FORWARD ON
FREE TRADE AGREEMENTS

(Mr. BUCHANAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, inter-
national competitiveness is critical to
revitalizing America’s economy. That
is why it is so imperative that we move
forward three free trade agreements
with Colombia, Panama, and South
Korea. Passage of these FTAs will not
only improve our relationship with
these countries but will also create
new trade and jobs for America.

Make no mistake—creating jobs and
growing the economy are the most im-
portant issue today facing America.
The U.S. International Trade Commis-
sion reported that passage of these free
trade agreements could create as many
as 250,000 American jobs. In Florida, we
have 14 deepwater seaports that gen-
erate over $65 billion in economic value
to the State. These trade agreements
will only enhance that figure.

It is time that we get serious and
start competing in the global market-
place. That time is right now.

RESPECTING SENIORS

(Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, our
seniors need Medicare. As we prepare
to celebrate its 46th anniversary next
month, history shows Medicare has
been one of the most successful health
care programs in our Nation. Seniors
rely on it. But my Republican col-
leagues, sadly, want to end Medicare as
we know it.

Missouri’s own Harry Truman con-
ceived of Medicare and was the recipi-
ent of the first Medicare card in 1965 as
it was signed into law by LBJ. At the
time, 40 percent of American seniors
over 65 lived at or below the poverty
level. Now, more than 40 million sen-
iors in America are enrolled in Medi-
care, including 1 million Missourians,
and the poverty rate for seniors has
dropped to only 10 percent.

The Republican plan is to reopen the
doughnut hole, double seniors’ medical
expenses, and give insurance companies
the power to ration care. We cannot let
this happen. Everyone agrees we must
make serious cuts to lower our debt,
but we have to take a balanced ap-
proach that doesn’t threaten the frag-
ile recovery or scapegoat American
seniors.

I ask my colleagues to set our dif-
ferences aside and have a serious con-
versation about our debt that respects
what seniors need and deserve.

————

FINDING A CURE FOR DUCHENNE
MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY

(Mr. RUNYAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

June 22, 2011

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to raise awareness about
Duchenne muscular dystrophy.
Duchenne is a progressive muscle dis-
order for which there is no cure and af-
fects boys disproportionately. Accord-
ing to Parent Project Muscular Dys-
trophy, the disease affects approxi-
mately one in 3,500 live male births.
Conditions of the disease include dete-
rioration of the muscle tissue, abnor-
mal bone development, paralysis, and
eventually death.

Earlier this year, my office was con-
tacted by several families from my dis-
trict whose young sons are living with
Duchenne disease. Duchenne takes
lives too quickly, but, due in large part
to the research developments, there are
three signs of hope.

Over the last 5 years, Congress has
appropriated $175 million to NIH for
Duchenne efforts. In 2010, the NIH
awarded three grants specifically to
New Jersey institutions totaling
$874,000. Two of the grants were award-
ed to the University of Medicine and
Dentistry of New Jersey to explore
treatments for congenital diseases, and
the third went to TRIM-edicine for re-
search of protein therapies for mus-
cular dystrophy.

I hope these and other innovations
bring us closer to finding the answers
that we need to help and even cure
Duchenne muscular dystrophy.

———

REDIRECTING RESOURCES FROM
AFGHANISTAN TO AMERICA

(Mr. CLARKE of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, it is time for us, this Con-
gress, to begin withdrawing both our
troops and our tax dollars from Af-
ghanistan. For now, it is important to
still train the Afghan National Army,
but we don’t have to spend $100 billion
a year and keep over 100,000 troops in
Afghanistan to help keep stability in
that country.

We need to cut back our borrowing
and our spending in Afghanistan in
order to cut our debt and our deficit
right here. But equally important, let’s
take that money that was slated for
Afghanistan, and it is our tax dollars
in the first place, and let’s redirect it
to the United States to protect Ameri-
cans here at home with stronger home-
land security. And all of the money we
have spent in Afghanistan repairing
bridges and roads and building schools
and businesses, let’s redirect this eco-
nomic aid to the United States, be-
cause we need jobs here. Redirect our
tax dollars from Afghanistan to help
Americans and put them back to work.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF ARMY
PRIVATE FIRST CLASS MICHAEL
C. OLIVIERI OF HOMER GLEN, IL-
LINOIS

(Mrs. BIGGERT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, it is
with a heavy heart that I rise today to
honor the life of an American soldier
from Homer Glen, Illinois, who made
the ultimate sacrifice in the service of
his country.

Private First Class Michael C.
Olivieri was a dedicated soldier serving
his first tour of duty in Baghdad where
he was helping to train and support the
Iraqi police. On June 6, his base came
under attack, resulting in the death of
five soldiers, including Michael.

Last week would have marked Mi-
chael’s first wedding anniversary,
which he had hoped to celebrate during
a scheduled visit home. During that
same visit, he was to attend his sister’s
wedding.

Mr. Speaker, Michael was a caring
husband, a loving son and grandson, a
beloved sibling, and a dear friend to
countless members of the Homer Glen
community. A 2002 graduate of Lock-
port Township High School, Michael
attended Southern Illinois University
and went on to enlist in the U.S. Army,
where his talents and leadership were
on full display.

Often playing the guitar for his bud-
dies in the field, Michael was well
known for lifting the spirits of his fel-
low soldiers, and he will be missed
dearly by those who knew and loved
him.

Today I would like to offer my heart-
felt condolences to his wife, Sharon;
his parents, Michael and Jody; his sis-
ters, Abby and Ashley, his brother, Joe;
and his grandparents, Joseph and Ade-
laide Olivieri and Dorothy Riegel.

Private Michael C. Olivieri was a
great man, a distinguished soldier, and
a true American hero.

———
INVESTING IN THE FUTURE

(Mr. DEFAZIO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DEFAZIO. Last December, with
one vote, Congress voted to add $400
billion to this year’s deficit by extend-
ing all the Bush tax cuts and adding a
new Social Security tax holiday. The
premise was this would put America
back to work. Well, guess what? It
hasn’t worked—borrowed money, a
consumption-driven economy is anemic
at best. Now the Republicans and
President Obama want to double down.
They want to expand and continue the
Social Security tax holiday at a cost of
220 billion borrowed dollars.

How about instead of more tax cuts,
instead of reducing investment in in-
frastructure, how about $220 billion of
real investment in our crumbling na-
tional infrastructure? We could put 7.5
million people to work, not just in con-
struction, in engineering, in small
businesses and manufacturing, and add
$1.5 trillion to our economy.

The choice is clear: more failed poli-
cies of the past or investment in the fu-
ture.
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ACTION NEEDED ON THE DEPART-
MENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012

(Mr. ADERHOLT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to ask one simple question to the
other Chamber across the Capitol:
Where is their appropriation bill for
the Department of Homeland Security
for FY 20127

On June 3, some 19 days ago, the
House passed its version of the FY12
appropriation bill for the Department
of Homeland Security, a bill that not
only invokes fiscal discipline and need-
ed oversight, but one that ensures that
our frontline security and personnel
and homeland security programs are
adequately funded for the coming fiscal
year. In addition, the House-passed bill
includes $1 billion in supplemental
funding for FEMA’s disaster relief ef-
forts that is available immediately
upon enactment. Unfortunately, as of
today, we have seen absolutely no ac-
tion from the other body. There is no
plan, no leadership, and no commit-
ment to fiscal discipline, security, or
disaster relief.

The Democrat leadership in the other
body was not elected to wait. That is
not what the American people elected
them to do. Waiting only puts our se-
curity and disaster relief on hold.

————

SAYING NO TO REPUBLICAN
THREATS ON THE BUDGET

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, we are
now less than 6 weeks away from a
magical date, August 2. That is the day
when the Secretary of Treasury said we
will essentially have to foreclose on
the United States of America. We will
begin paying China before we pay our
troops. That is right. That is the day
we run out of tricks to avoid raising
the debt ceiling in this country.

Just Sunday, my senior Senator, the
minority leader of the Senate, said on
CBS News that he was actually threat-
ening basically to derail whatever deal
comes on raising the debt ceiling if we
don’t do a deal on entitlements. It is an
interesting threat, and I would like to
point out what Ezra Klein wrote in The
Washington Post. He said:

“But what, specifically, is the threat
here? That Republicans will endanger
the economy and run a campaign de-
manding deep Medicare cuts neces-
sitated by an unrelenting hostility to
tax increases on the richest Americans
in an election year? That’s not a cred-
ible threat. At some point, Democrats
need to begin saying no to this stuff,
and now’s as good a time as any.”

I say no.
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HOMELAND SECURITY
APPROPRIATIONS BILL

(Mr. DENT asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DENT. I too rise today to urge
the Senate to take up this year’s
Homeland Security appropriations bill.
The Senate has a bad habit of waiting
to do just about anything. It’s bad
enough that the Senate has refused to
even take up a budget. It’s been hun-
dreds of days before they considered to
do one. But now they’re derelict in
their duties by failing to deal with the
Homeland Security appropriations bill.
We need to fund ICE, we need to fund
CBP, we need to fund the Coast Guard,
and many other critical functions of
this Department. Of course, FEMA has
great needs right now with the floods
in Missouri, and elsewhere, and all the
tragedies we’ve seen with the torna-
does across the country. It’s important
now that we get this funding, which
was appropriated out of the House,
through the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, with the 10th anniver-
sary of 9/11 and those horrific attacks
just weeks away and disasters occur-
ring all over the country, I certainly
urge today that the Senate move for-
ward. There can be no further delay.
The motto of the Senate simply can’t
be: do nothing, do nothing, do nothing;
start slow and then wind down from
there.

That’s what we seem to be getting.
But not on this bill. Move the House
appropriations bill on Homeland Secu-
rity immediately.

———
ONGOING VIOLENCE IN SYRIA

(Mr. PETERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my growing concern
regarding the events unfolding in
Syria. President Assad has repeatedly
refused to usher in democratic reforms
for his people and instead has chosen to
continue his indiscriminate killings of
innocent men, women, and children.
His ruthless campaign of brutality has
now shifted to northern Syria, where
Syrian security forces led by President
Assad’s brother have instilled fear in
the residents. Many of those inno-
cently protesting for reform and free-
dom have been gunned down and many
more have fled their homes, leaving all
belongings and possessions behind.

With a complete ban on the entry of
foreign journalists into the country, it
is nearly impossible to determine just
how dire the circumstances are. How-
ever, with the thousands of Syrians
fleeing the violence into nearby Tur-
key, it is clear that conditions both in
Syria and on the Turkish-Syrian bor-
der are deteriorating.

I therefore urge President Assad to
allow humanitarian aid groups access
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into Syria. By refusing entry, Presi-
dent Assad has forced his own people to
not only live under deplorable condi-
tions but he has forced them to live in
a constant state of fear. Aid groups
must be allowed in to provide the vital
care. If the Syrian regime has any com-
passion, it will do so.

———

HAPPY 100TH BIRTHDAY TO EDNA
YODER

(Mr. YODER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. YODER. Today, I rise for a very
special tribute to a strong, wonderful,
and sweet woman who has played a re-
markable role in my life and all those
who know her. Edna Yoder, my grand-
mother, will be celebrating her centen-
nial birthday next week on June 28.
Edna reflects the heart and soul of our
American rural heritage, and she em-
bodies the prairie spirit that is the bed-
rock of our Nation’s values.

Born in 1911 and raised on a Kansas
farm, she and my grandfather, like so
many other Americans, carved a way of
life out of the Kansas prairie through
hard work, determination, and strong
heartland values. Each time I step on
the floor of the United States House, I
strive to honor these principles that
my grandmother and her generation
have taught us.

Mr. Speaker, join me in wishing my
grandmother Edna Yoder a happy 100th
birthday.

————

DEFINITION OF MEDICARE

(Mr. POLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POLIS. There’s been a lot of dis-
cussion in the House about how best to
characterize the Republican plan to
eliminate Medicare. I want to start
with the definition. The Oxford English
Dictionary definition of Medicare: a
Federal system of health insurance for
people over 65 years of age and for cer-
tain younger people with disabilities.
So, again, a Federal system of health
insurance.

If you replace a Federal system of
health insurance with a Federal system
of assistance or a voucher or helping to
pay part of the cost, you don’t have
anything that meets the definition of
what we know as Medicare. Maybe they
want to call it ‘‘Medi-Assist.”” Maybe
they want to call it ‘“Medi-Voucher.”
Maybe it covers part of the cost of care
for some people. Maybe it costs a lot
less than it really costs to get health
care insurance for others. In fact, ac-
cording to nonpartisan estimates, the
average senior will have to pay $6,000
more for health care by the time the
Republican budget is fully imple-
mented. But whatever it is, it ain’t
Medicare.

Medicare is very simple. The Amer-
ican people truly understand what
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Medicare is. We all have family that
rely on Medicare. Lord knows, we need
to improve Medicare to help make sure
it’s sustainable for the next genera-
tion. Ending Medicare is not an im-
provement.

———

FOLLOW HOUSE RULES

(Mr. SENSENBRENNER asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, shortly, the House will begin its
consideration of the so-called ‘‘patent
reform” bill.

At last night’s meeting of the Rules
Committee, when the debate on the
rule within the committee wrapped up,
the chairman chastised the Judiciary
Committee for voting out a bill in vio-
lation of House rules, and specifically
the House CutGo rules. However, the
Rules Committee also voted a waiver
that allows the CutGo rules to be ig-
nored. That waiver is described by its
supporters as a technical correction.
This technical correction involves $700
million, hardly something that is tech-
nical.

It seems to me that the best thing
that should have been done was that
the Rules Committee ordered the bill
re-referred to the Judiciary Committee
so the Judiciary Committee could do it
right in conformity with the House
rules, like the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS) did when he was the
chair and which I did when I was the
chair. We ought to know this when
we’re debating it.

———

TIME TO “CUT AND GROW” IN
ORDER TO CREATE JOBS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the unemployment rate for
the month of May was 9.1 percent. This
marks the 28th consecutive month that
unemployment has been at 8 percent or
above. The President said unemploy-
ment would never reach 8 percent with
his economic policies, which have sadly
failed. Tragically, almost 14 million
Americans are unemployed and looking
for a job. The average job seeker in
America has been unemployed for al-
most 40 weeks—almost 10 months.

This administration and its job-kill-
ing policies continue to spend and bor-
row money at a reckless rate without
understanding a basic and fundamental
principle: when the Federal Govern-
ment borrows money wildly, it takes it
away from the private sector’s ability
to create jobs. The House Republicans
have solutions to promote jobs with
the ‘“‘cut and grow’ congressional plan.
First, you cut spending and then small
businesses add jobs. This is the best
way for families to get back on the
path to prosperity.
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In conclusion, God bless our troops
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2021, JOBS AND ENERGY
PERMITTING ACT OF 2011, AND
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1249, AMERICA INVENTS
ACT

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 316 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 316

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2021) to amend
the Clean Air Act regarding air pollution
from Outer Continental Shelf activities. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. The bill shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill
are waived. No amendment to the bill shall
be in order except those printed in part A of
the report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such amendments are waived. At the
conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 2. At any time after the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1249) to amend title 35,
United States Code, to provide for patent re-
form. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. An ini-
tial period of general debate shall be con-
fined to the question of the constitutionality
of the bill and shall not exceed 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by Represent-
ative Smith of Texas and Representative
Kaptur of Ohio or their respective designees.
A subsequent period of general debate shall
be confined to the bill and shall not exceed
one hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on the Judiciary. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. It
shall be in order to consider as an original
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bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on the Judiciary now printed in
the bill. The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived. No amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in part B of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion. Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question in
the House or in the Committee of the Whole.
All points of order against such amendments
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. Any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the Whole
to the bill or to the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 3. Upon receipt of a message from the
Senate transmitting H.R. 1249 with a Senate
amendment or amendments thereto, it shall
be in order to consider in the House without
intervention of any point of order a single
motion offered by the chair of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary or his designee that
the House disagree to the Senate amendment
or amendments and request or agree to a
conference with the Senate thereon. The mo-
tion shall be debatable for one hour equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
the Judiciary. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the motion to its
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question.

O 1200

POINT OF ORDER
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I
raise a point of order against House
Resolution 316 because the resolution
violates section 426(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act. The resolution con-
tains a waiver of all points of order
against consideration of the bill, which
includes a waiver of section 425 of the
Congressional Budget Act, which
causes a violation of section 426(a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California makes a point
of order that the resolution violates
section 426(a) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.

The gentleman has met the threshold
burden under the rule and the gen-
tleman from California and a Member
opposed each will control 10 minutes of
debate on the question of consider-
ation. Following debate, the Chair will
put the question of consideration as
the statutory means of disposing of the
point of order.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I
raise this point of order not necessarily
out of concern for the unmet, unfunded
mandates, although there are many in
H.R. 2021, the Jobs and Energy Permit-
ting Act of 2011; I raise the point of
order because it is one of the very few
vehicles we have, given the House rule,
by which we can actually talk about
what is in this bill, and there are plen-
ty of problems in this bill. T also note
that the resolution includes H.R. 1249,
which talks about patents, because
that also violates the House’s CutGo
rule.

Let me speak to H.R. 2021, the Jobs
and Energy Permitting Act of 2011,
which is actually better noted as the
“‘bad lung, emphysema and cancer act
of 2011.”

This bill gives offshore oil companies
a pass to pollute by exempting the off-
shore drilling companies from applying
the pollution controls to vessels, which
account for up to 98 percent of the air
pollution from offshore drilling. I sup-
pose, if you’re in the Gulf of Mexico
and the wind is blowing towards the
shore, you would care about this; but
in California, the wind almost always
blows onto the shore, and the offshore
drilling and the additional pollution
that would be allowed because of this is
a serious problem for California.

It poses a health risk. Smoke, fumes,
dust, ash, black carbon—all of these
things—blow onto the shore in south-
ern California where we already have
quite enough air pollution without this
additional amount.

Local communities do have a right—
and should—even though this bill
would tend to limit it, to go to the
EPA. It cuts the review time in half,
thereby denying local communities the
full opportunity to express their con-
cerns about the additional pollution.

It eliminates third-party expert deci-
sion-making by the Environmental Ap-
peals Board—finally, 20 years of the
Environmental Appeals Board, created
under the George W. Bush EPA, and it
eliminates that.

There are many, many problems
here, and I would like to raise them all
by including the patents in this.

I would like to now yield 3 minutes
to my colleague from California (Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN).

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, the base bill is estimated to
have a discretionary cost of $446 mil-
lion over the next 5 years, $1.1 billion
over the next 10 years. The manager’s
amendment violates the new CutGo
rules by undoing the anti-fee diversion
language, which eliminates a procedure
that would have decreased the budget
deficit by $717 million over 5 years.
This violates the CutGo rules that the
majority put in place.

I would note also that the rule and
the manager’s amendment have many
other problems. I am very disappointed
that having worked on the patent re-
form measure since 1997 that we are
yvanking defeat from the jaws of vic-
tory here today. The rule does not per-
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mit the consideration of Mr. CONYERS’
amendment, which was focused on this
fee matter that corrects the violation
of the rule. It also does not permit the
consideration of the grace period pres-
ervation and prior art -clarification
that is essential to small inventors. If
we are going to go to the first-to-file
system, we need to make sure that we
protect prior user rights and that we
protect the grace period that has been
with our system for so long or else we
are going to disempower small
innovators. That is simply wrong.

This is a bill that had in the past
gained nearly unanimous support when
Mr. SENSENBRENNER was chair and
when Mr. CONYERS was chair. I am dis-
tressed to report today that I cannot
support this measure after working on
it since 1997. Not only does it violate
the rules, but it costs the Treasury,
and it will disempower small innova-
tive inventors. So this is wrong, and
the amendments that could have been
put in order to correct them were not
permitted. I think this is really quite a
shame, and I would urge that the meas-
ure not be brought up and, as Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER has suggested, that it be
sent back to the Judiciary Committee
for further work.

0 1210

Mr. GARAMENDI. May I inquire as
to how much time I have remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 5 minutes
remaining.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I now yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of the move by the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GARAMENDI) to delay consideration of
this rule, and I want to talk about the
patent bill specifically.

The Rules Committee granted a
waiver of CutGo rules to this bill so
that it would not be subject to a point
of order. I believe in the CutGo rules,
and I'm told by the supporters of this
bill that this waiver is just technical
because the committee violated the
rules in turning discretionary spending
into mandatory spending.

As we have just heard, this technical
waiver involves $717 million. It is hard-
ly technical; and in fact, at the end of
the Rules Committee’s consideration of
this resolution last night, the chair-
man of the Rules Committee admon-
ished the chairman of the Judiciary
Committee, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SMITH), that he should not be re-
porting out legislation that violates
House rules.

Now, rather than giving the Judici-
ary Committee a get-out-of-jail-free
card with a $717 million technical waiv-
er, we should send this bill back to the
Judiciary Committee so that they can
fix up their own mess rather than hav-
ing the House or the Rules Committee
do it.

Now, making a motion to send the
bill back to the Judiciary Committee
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is not in order because I looked into
that. The only way we can get this leg-
islation fixed up, without a $717 million
technical waiver of CutGo rules, is to
support the motion that the gentleman
from California (Mr. GARAMENDI) is
making, and I go across the aisle by
agreeing that he is on the right track
on this, and I hope that he is sup-
ported.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the point of order and in
favor of consideration of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for
10 minutes.

Mr. NUGENT. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, I think he
tossed it back to me, Mr. Speaker; so
let me go ahead and finish this up.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER accurately
talked about the way in which this par-
ticular resolution and the underlying
bill on the patent bill violates the
House rule that was written not more
than 5% months ago. Why would we
want to violate the rules that we put in
place to prevent excessive Federal
spending? Doesn’t make sense to me.
So I agree with Mr. SENSENBRENNER:
send this thing back. It’s a violation of
the rule, and I would ask for a ruling
on that from the Chair.

The other point that I'd like to make
is a similar point with regard to the
offshore oil drilling bill which really
does present a very serious problem for
California. All of the offshore drilling
in California—and it’s very extensive.
It’s the second largest year for offshore
drilling in the United States—is imme-
diately off the southern California
coast where we have very serious air
pollution problems, some of the worst
in the Nation.

All of those offshore drilling plat-
forms pollute, air pollution of many
different kinds causing potential harm
to the citizens of southern California.
Those onshore winds bring those pol-
lutants onto the shore and cause addi-
tional air pollution problems which
then require, under this bill, that the
local communities take additional ac-
tion to reduce the pollutants that are
generated onshore, creating a very se-
rious economic problem.

In addition, the bill requires that any
legal issue raised has to be taken up in
the district court here in Washington,
D.C. By my calculation, that’s nearly
3,000 miles away from where the prob-
lem exists, that is, southern California,
placing an incredible burden upon them
and an unfunded mandate that they
have to then come out of their own
budgets to come to Washington, D.C.,
to take up any legal issue that is
raised, an unfunded mandate clearly in
violation of the Rules of the House.

And, therefore, a point of order is in
order, and I would hope that the
Speaker would so rule.
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There are many, many problems be-
yond that with regard to air pollution
and the like. I will let those go.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, the ques-
tion before the House is, Should the
House now consider H. Res. 316? While
the resolution waives all points of
order against consideration of the bill,
the committee is not aware of any
points of order. The waiver is prophy-
lactic in nature.

The Congressional Budget Office be-
lieves that H.R. 1249 would impose both
intergovernmental and private sector
mandates as defined by the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act on certain pat-
ent applications and other entities and
would also be preempted from the au-
thority of State courts to hear certain
patent cases.

However, based upon information
from the Patent and Trademark Office,
the Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that the costs of complying with
those mandates to State, local, and
tribal governments would fall far below
the annual threshold established by the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act. Be-
cause the costs of complying with the
mandates fall below the annual thresh-
old, the waiver is prophylactic in na-
ture.

In order to allow the House to con-
tinue its scheduled business of the day,
I urge Members to vote ‘‘yes’ on the
question of consideration of the resolu-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 30 seconds
remaining.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I will ask for a
vote, but I now yield the balance of my
time to the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, a $717 million CutGo waiver is not
prophylactic in nature. It’s whether we
are going to abide by our CutGo rules
or whether we won’t; and the way we
enforce the CutGo rules is by delaying
consideration of this legislation, send-
ing the patent bill back to committee,
and letting the committee spend some
time complying with the rules of the
House of Representatives. This is a ter-
rible precedent to set. Don’t set it now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, what’s
amazing about this is that we’re going
to stop the debate on the House floor
about very important legislation that
needs to move forward, both of those
pieces of legislation. And so we need to
have open debate on the House floor
with opposing viewpoints, with the
ability to have amendments added on
the floor, which we have allowed in
this rule.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield the
balance of my time to the gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER), the
chairman of the Rules Committee.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, let me say that we obvi-
ously are dealing with an irregular de-
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velopment that took place in the Judi-
ciary Committee, that being the notion
of believing somehow that they could
appropriate dollars.

We know full well that the Judiciary
Committee cannot engage in the appro-
priations process itself, and so all that
this provision that we are pursuing
does is allows us to take from manda-
tory back to discretionary spending
without any cost whatsoever. The
power will fall with this institution,
with the first branch of government,
which is exactly where it should be.

And everyone, Mr. Speaker, talks
about the concerns that we have over
mandatory spending. Both Democrats
and Republicans alike have made it
clear that if we don’t deal with the
issue of mandatory spending we’re not
going to successfully address the eco-
nomic and budget challenges that we
face.

So all this provision does is it allows
us to deal with what was an irregular
development that took place in the Ju-
diciary Committee, and it is for that
reason that I support my friend from
Florida’s effort.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Will
gentleman yield?

Mr. DREIER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Can the gen-
tleman from California please explain
to the House how we’re going to cut
spending by violating our CutGo rules
with a $717 million waiver when the
gentleman from California has already
chastised the Judiciary Committee for
violating the rules?
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Mr. DREIER. Let me just say tha